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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
SHAIKH A. MABUD, 
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Appellant, 
v. 
PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL 
AIRLINES, 
Defendant and 
Respondent, 
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of Salt Lake County, State of Utah 
Affirming the Circuit Court's Order of Dismissal 
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Irshad A. Aadil 
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Salt Lake City, UT 34102 
Attorney for Appellant 
M. Douglas Bayly 
CHRI3TENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL 
900 Kearns Building 
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Attorneys for Respondent 
Pakistan International Airlines 
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2. Pakistan International Airlines - Defendant 
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3. United Airlines Corporation - Defendant (Not a 
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RELIEF SOUGHT 
Pursuant u \ - '.l .. raspondenr Pakistan 
Internati o ;ai ^ir L i n ^ v nereina liter " i~ ^-ipectfully peti-
tions the Court for ^ rehearing ^n r^. ,rAA . . * ,ia*- the Court's 
opinion -'il^d co T~:.JE>:4 '80, > i3 or Braised on *: erroneous 
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Unbeknownst to P.I.A.'s counsel, the order was never included in 
the record forwarded by the circuit court to the district court. 
On September 19, 1983, the district court signed an 
order affirming the circuit court's decision. On September 28, 
1983, appellant filed his Notice of Appeal (copy attached as 
Addendum 4) and on October 10, 1983, his Designation of Record on 
Appeal (copy attached as Addendum 5). On October 20, 1983, 
P.I.A. filed a Designation of Additional Portions of Record on 
Appeal (copy attached as Addendum 6), v/hich contained a request 
for inclusion of the circuit court's order of dismissal. Since 
P.I.A. had designated the circuit court's order to be included in 
the appellate record to this Court, P.I.A.'s counsel erroneously 
assumed that this Court had all relevant documents before it to 
render its decision. 
After receiving a copy of the Court's January 10 opi-
nion, P.I.A.'s counsel located the Rule 54(b) order on file in 
the circuit court and informally requested the circuit court 
clerk to forward the order to the district court for inclusion in 
a supplemental record to be forwarded to this Court. U 
CONCLUSION 
P.I.A. regrets the inconvenience that the omission has 
caused this Court. However, since the January 10 opinion is pre-
mised on the erroneous, though reasonable, supposition that the 
- 2 -
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circuit court had never signed an appealable order, P.I.A 
respectfully petitions the Court to rehear and finally resolve 
this appeal. 
U 
DATED this /& day of January, 1986, //,"!. 
CHRI3TENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL 
~1 I I i I ^ 
By I- i [ . !\>ku(/./U /' Jfl~)1 
M. Douglas Bayly 
Attorneys for Respondent 
Pakistan International 
Airlines 
CERTIFICATION 
Pursuant to the provisions of Rule 35, U.R.A.P., peti-
tioner Pakistan International Airlines hereby certifies that this 
petition is presented in good faith and not for purposes of 
delay. 
Y- / 
; •" ; , / \'. .../iiuf; /W ; i <..*,. --
M. Douglas Bayly 
Attorney for Pakistan 
International Airlines 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
//// 
This is to certify that on this /•'',: day of January, 
1986, four copies of the foregoing Respondent's Petition 
for Rehearing were mailed, postage prepaid, to Irshad A. 
Aadil, Attorney for Appellant, 1154 East 300 South, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84102. 
- .- •
 :V
 '""' __• f v 
; ' ' ^'"' ! I /[ , /' < / 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
00O00 
Shaikh A. Mabud, No. 19521 
Plaintiff and Appellant, 
F I L E D 
v. January 10, 1986 
Pakistan International Airlines, 
Defendant and Respondent. Geoffrey J. Butler, Clerk 
PER CURIAM:-
This is an appeal from a decision of the district 
court affirming an order of the circuit court. 
Plaintiff's complaint was filed in circuit court 
against United Air Lines Corp. ("UAL") and Pakistan Inter-
national Airlines ("PIA"). It was alleged that the two defen-
dants had lost plaintiff's luggage when he traveled from Salt 
Lake City, Utah, to Cairo, Egypt, on June 22, 1982. UAL 
answered the complaint and filed a cross-claim against PIA for 
contribution and indemnification. PIA appeared specially to 
challenge the court's jurisdiction over it under Utah's long-
arm statute. Ultimately, by minute entry, the circuit court 
granted PIA's motion to dismiss it from the lawsuit (presumably 
on jurisdictional grounds). Plaintiff appealed this ruling to 
the district court where an order was entered affirming the 
dismissal of plaintiff's complaint as against PIA. Plaintiff 
thereupon filed a notice of appeal with this Court. 
In his brief on appeal, plaintiff alleges that 
jurisdiction lies under an international treaty. He claims 
that the denial of jurisdiction over PIA has impaired his 
contractual rights under article I, section 18 of the Utah 
Constitution. Assuming (but not deciding) that this is a "con-
stitutional issue" which meets our jurisdictional threshold for 
review under U.C.A., 1953, § 78-3-5, the appeal is procedurally 
defective. 
There is no appealable judgment in this case. The 
record contains no signed order of the circuit court from which 
an appeal to the district court could be taken. We have con-
sistently held that an unsigned minute entry does not constitute 
a final judgment for purposes of appeal. Wilson v. Manning, 
Utah, 645 P.2d 655 (1982). Furthermore, in his appeal to the 
district court, defendant concedes that the ruling of the cir-
cuit court is an interlocutory order. UAL's liability has never 
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been determined. Under U.C.A., 1953, § 78-4-11, the district 
court's review of circuit court rulings is limited to final 
orders. Where a decision of the circuit court does not resolve 
the case as to all issues and all parties, review is available 
only under Rule 54(b), Utah R. Civ. P.1 The record contains no 
certification by the trial court. See Pate v. Marathon Steel, 
Utah, 692 P.2d 765 (1984). The district court therefore lacked 
appellate jurisdiction over the matter. The case is remanded 
to the district court for the purpose of dismissing the appeal 
to that tribunal. 
So ordered. 
Stewart, Justice, concurs in the result. 
1. The discretionary review under Rule 5, Utah R. App. P. 
(formerly Rule 72(b), Utah R. Civ. P.)/ is not available 
since that rule is specifically limited to application by 
this Court. 
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Circuit Court, State of Utah 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, SALT LAKE DEPARTMENT 
SHAIKH A.MABUD 
UNITED AIRLINES A 
PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES 
Plaintiffs) 
Defendants) 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
NOTICE 
OF APPEAL 
AND 
STATEMENT 
ON APPEAL 
Case No. 83CV 0967 
TO THE ABOVE COURT, AND TO ' M.DOUGLAS BAYLY ESQ. 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES 
OR TO RESPONDENT. 
Notice is hereby given that PLAINTIFF 
hereby appeal from the^ruli ng. rendered in this action in.favor of defendant, Pakistan International 
, Airl ines 
and against p la in t i f f , Shaikh A MahnH 
by the above court on the date of .limp 13th ., 1983 This iu-liug..-, has 
been recorded in the judgment docket of this court, ( a s an i n t e r l o c u t o r y o r d e r ) 
Appellant appeals from (l^ >etrtk*X}odgfflKH$ (only that portion of the judgment which states 
that Defendant, Pakistan International Airlines Mnt.inn fn nismiss is granted 
-)-
The clerk of the Circuit Court is requested to transmit to the clerk of the District Court the 
record and other documents, as required by the Rules of Practice 12.1(c). 
STATEMENT ON APPEAL* 
The basis for the appeal and the errors of law committed in the Circuit are as follows: 
To be fi led l a t e r . 
*The statement on appeal may be filed at a later date in the District Court. 
Criro la 
Civ-2* ADDENDUM 2 rCATS-4-l l ;7T :<* 6 l*RCP7:>u).7;l<jUh!th> 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
A statement of points and authorities and affidavits relied upon in support 
thereof are attached to this statement on appeal. 
Appellant moves this court to (reverse) (modify) the rulinq .. of the 
Circuit Court as follows: 
That p l a i n t i f f ' s place of destination is Salt Lake 
City Utah and the Court could exercise jur isd ic t ion. 
Dated ,i,,pC K+N , 19oo 
I ' l i l l . - I ? 1 i t , * _ j | 1 i ; u i 
c 
IR5HAD A.AAU1L, ! — 
Attorney for Appellant 
1154 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City Utah 84102. 
Telephone: 583-9257 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned certifies that on the date below a copy of the above notice 
of appeal was mailed to 
(name) M.DOUGLAS BAYLY ESQ., ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT Pakistan A i r l i es and 
ROBERT G.GILCHRIST ESQ., ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT United Ai r l ines 
(address)900 Kearns Bui lding Sal t Lake City Utah 84101. and 
50 South Main (CSB TOWER) Salt Lake City Utah 84111. 
w i th all postal and other fees prepaid . 
D a t e d [• • ^ , 1 9 ' "> 
irsnad A.Aadii 
Attorney for plaintiff. 
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Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
L. Rich Humpherys 
M. Douglas Bayly 
CHRISTENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL 
Attorneys for Defendant Pakistan 
900 Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: 801-355-3431 
FIFTH CIRCUIT COURT, STATE OF UTAH 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, SALT LAKE DEPARTMENT 
SHAIKH A. MABUD, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
UNITED AIR LINES CORP., a 
Delaware corporation, and 
PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL 
AIRLINES, a New York 
corporation, 
Defendants 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 
Civil No: 83 CV 0967 
Defendant Pakistan International Airlines1 motions 
to dismiss the plaintiff!scomplaint and co-defendant!s cross-
claim came for hearing before the Honorable Larry R. Keller 
on June 6 and 13, 1983. Irshad A. Aadil represented the plaintiff, 
and Robert Gilchrist represented defendant United Airlines. M. 
Douglas Bayly appeared specially for Pakistan International 
Airlines. The Court considered the affidavits and memoranda sub-
mitted by the various parties, took testimony by the plaintiff 
and heard oral arguments presented by counsel. 
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Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
The Court hereby finds that Pakistan International 
Airlines does not have minimum contacts with the State of Utah 
to support this Court's jurisdiction. The Court also finds 
that the Warsaw Convention does not confer jurisdiction upon 
this Court in the absence of said minimum contacts. Accordingly, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the 
plaintiff's complaint and the cross-claim of United Airlines 
against Pakistan International Airlines are hereby dismissed. 
The Court furthermore finds that there is no just reason for 
delay arid therefore directs that this order be considered an 
entry of final judgment in accordance with Rule 54(b), Utah 
Rules of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this day of June, 1983. 
BY THE COURT: 
Cj^^y \^K^yy-j 
Judge Lapfi R. • K e O ^ T \\ 
Circuit./Coujrt Judge zj 
"yr% Or UTAH 
•:..!••/' -:.i Salt L£k3 
fltftfty tft* fo* W > : 
copy ct an orjo»^j; > 
dark. 
cay cf — vr 
By — 
>o 
r-o'.'M. 3***0 of 
f-v • -• ;.G«eby 
. .>v : : - ! i'ufl 
c.:*--;* ::•: s-:ch 
I i^vw 
&Si : 0 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
IRSHAD A.AADIL 
Attorney for appellant 
1154 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City Utah 84102 
Telephone: 583-9257 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF IT AH 
SHAIKH A.MABUD, 
-VS-
Dlaintiff and 
Appellant, 
PAKISTAN INT.AIRLINES, 
Defendant and 
Respondent. 
NOTICE OF APDEAL 
CIVIL NO: AC 83-16 
Notice is hereby given that, SHAIKH A.MABUD, plaintiff 
above named, hereby appeals to the SuDreme Court of Utah from 
the Order of the District Court affirming the decision of the 
Fifth Circuit Court in that the Court has no jurisdiction over 
defendant-repondent herein, entered in this action on September 
2nd 1983. 
DATED: This 28th day of September-1983. 
..-4-
BY: 
-£ u 
IRSHAD A.AADIL 
Attorney for appellant 
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IRSHAD A.AADIL 
Attorney for Appellant 
1154 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City Utah 84102. 
Telephone: 583-9257 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
SHAIKH A.MABUD, 
•VS-
Plaintiff and 
Appel1 ant, APPELLANT'S DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 
PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES, 
Defendant and 
Respondent. Civil No: AC-83-16 
TO: The Clerk of the District Court of Salt Lake County : 
You are hereby requested to prepare, certify, and transmit 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Utah, with reference to the 
Notice of Appeal heretofore filed by the plaintiff in the above 
cause, a transcript of the record in the above cause , prepared 
and transmitted as required by law and the rules of said court, 
and to include in said transcript of the record, the following 
documents : 
1. Complaint 
2. Answer 
3. Plaintiff's affidavit supporting jurisdiction 
dated : June 9, 1983. 
4. Affidavit letter of plaintiff titled as: 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN dated May 3rd 1983. 
ADDF.NDUM 5 
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5. Copies of the tickets issued by: Pakistan International 
Airlines Corporation. . < 
6. Ruling of the District Court and the basis thereof. 
7. Notice of Appeal with date of filing 
8. Affidavit of Haider J a 1 a 1 for defendant Pakistan Airlines ^ 
dated : June 2nd 1983. 
9. Designation of the Record on Appeal. 
Dated : This 10th day of October 1983. 
BY: 
Irshad A.Aadil 
Attorney for appellant. I 
4 
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M. Douglas Bayly 
CHRISTENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL 
Attorneys for Defendant 
and Respondent 
900 Reams Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: (801) 355-3431 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
SHAIKH A. MABUD, ) 
Plaintiff and ) 
Appellant, ) RESPONDENT'S DESIGNATION 
, ) OF ADDITIONAL PORTIONS OF RECORD 
vs. ) ON APPEAL 
PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL ) 
AIRLINES, a New York ) 
corporation, ) 
Defendant and ) Civil No. AC 83-16 
Respondent. ) 
Pursuant to Rule 75, Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, in 
addition to the portions of record designated by the appellant, 
respondent Pakistan International Airlines hereby designates the 
following to be included in the record on appeal: 
a. Affidavit of Tom Wilkie, dated May 20, 1983. 
b. Plaintiff's answers to defendant United Airlines' 
interrogatories, dated May 20, 1983. 
c. Affidavit of Haider Jalal, dated April 6, 1983. 
d. Circuit Court Order of Dismissal, dated June 21, 1983. 
e. District Court Order affirming Circuit Court's Order 
of Dismissal, dated September 19, 1983. 
ADDENDUM 6 
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DATED this M day of October, 1983, 
CHRISTENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL 
L<1 
M. Douglas Bayly 
Attorneys for Defendant'and 
Respondent 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
This is to certify that on this $M 
day of October, 
1983, that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Respondent's 
Ij Designation of Additional Portions of Record on Appeal was 
mailed, postage prepaid, to: 
Irshad A. Aadil 
1154 East 300 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
-2-
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
(b) -Judgment Upon Multiple Claims And/Or Involving Multiple 
Parties. When more than one claim for relief is presented in an action, 
whether as a claim, counterclaim, cross-claim, or third-party claim, and/or 
when multiple parties are involved, the court may direct the entry of a 
final judgment as to one or more but fewer than all of the claims or parties 
only upon an express determination by the court that there is no just reason 
.for delay and upon an express direction for the entry of judgment. In the 
absence of such determination and direction, any order or other form 
of decision, however designated, which adjudicates fewer than all the 
claims or the rights and liabilities of fewer than all the parties shall 
• not terminate the action as to any of the claims or parties, and the order 
or other form of decision is subject to revision at any time before the entry 
of judgment adjudicating all .the claims and the rights and liabilities of 
all the parties. 
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